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of are mostly revolutionaries or semi-revolutionaries. How is it that these so-
called ignorant and misguided persons were able to reduce, if not remove,
the cowardice of India? Would you be so intolerant as to call the
revolutionaries ignorant, because they cannot understand your peculiar
dogma of non-violence?

There is no difference between the view expressed in Indian
Home Rule1 from which the writer has quoted and the views now
expressed by me. Those who led the Partition movement, what-
ever and whoever they were, undoubtedly shed the fear of Eng-
lishmen. That was a distinct service to the country. But bravery
and self-sacrifice need not kill. Let my friend remember that
Indian Home Rule, as the booklet itself states, was written in answer
to the revolutionary's arguments and methods. It was an attempt
to offer the revolutionary something infinitely superior to what
he had, retaining the whole of the spirit of self-sacrifice and
bravery that was to be found in the revolutionary. I do not call
the revolutionary ignorant merely because he does not under-
stand or appreciate my method, but because he does not even
appear to me to understand the art of warfare. Every one of the
warriors whom my friend quotes knew his art and had his men.
The second question is:

Was Terence MacSwiney a "spotless lamb" when he died of hunger-
strike of 71 days? Please remember that he was to the last an advocate
of conspiracy, bloodshed and terrorism, and maintained his ideas expressed
in his famous book Principles of Freedom. If you can call MacSwiney a
"spotless lamb", will you not be ready to use the same term for Gopi-
mohan Shaha2?

I am sorry to say I do not know enough of the life of
MacSwiney to be able to give an opinion. But if he advocated
"conspiracy, bloodshed and terrorism", his method was open to
the same objections that have been advanced in these pages. I
never regarded him as a "spotless lamb". I gave my humble opi-
nion when his fast was declared, that from my standpoint it was
an error. I do not justify every fast.
The third question is:

You believe in varnas. Therefore, it is self-evident that you hold
the Kshatriyas to be of the same utility as any other varna. The revo-
lutionaries profess to be Kshatriyas in this Nikshatriya epoch in India,
Kshatat irayate iti Kshatriyah. I consider this state of India to be the greatest
Kshata which India has ever met with, in other words this is the time

1  Vide Vol. X, pp. 6-68.

2 Slip for Gopi Nath Saha; vide Vol. XXIV, pp. 200-2,
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